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GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR & ECONOMIC GROWTH KEITH W. COOLEY
LANSING DIRECTOR

BARRIER FREE DESIGN BOARD
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION CODES
Conference Room 3
2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, Michigan 48864

AGENDA
November 14, 2008
9:30 am.

1. Call to Order and Determination of Quorum

2. Modifications to Agenda (Pages 1 and 2)

3. Approval of Minutes — September 19, 2008 (Pages 3-6)

4. Other Business

5. Exception Applications

01)
02)
03)
04)
05)
06)
07)
08)

80410
80793
80940
81202
81378
81664
82337
82484

Cook Legal Research Library — Washtenaw (Pages 7-16)
Michigan Stadium — Washtenaw (Pages 17-33) _
Tawas Area Junior High School — losco (Pages 34-39)
Allegan County Courthouse — Allegan (Pages 40-45)
Dream Academy High School - Berrien (Pages 46-52)
City of Wayne Youth Services — Wayne (Pages 53-59)
Jackalopes Bar and Grill - Wayne (Pages 60-67)

Lapeer Community Church -- Lapeer (Pages 68-71)

Providing for Michigan's Safety in the Built Environment

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION CODES
PO BOX 30254 « LANSING, MICHIGAN 48909
Telephone (517) 241-9328 » Fax (517) 241-9308
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DLEG is an equal opportunity employeriprogram

Auxiliary aids, services and other reasonzble accornmodations are available upon request to individuals with disabilifies
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Barrier Free Design Board Meeting Agenda
Page2 3
November 14, 2008

6. Remand - None

7. Staff Report —

8. Public Comment
9, Next Meetiﬁg — January 9, 2009

10. Adjournment

“The meeting site is accessible, including handicapped parking. Individuals
attending the meeting are requested to refrain from using heavily scented
personal care products, in order to enhance accessibility for everyone.
People with disabilities requiring additional accommodations in order to
participate in the meeting should contact Margarita Torres at
(517) 241-9328 at teast 10 working days before the event.”
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BARRIER FREE DESIGN BOARD
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR AND ECONOMIC GROWTH
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION CODES
Conference Room 3
2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, Michigan 48864

MINUTES
September 19, 2008
9:30 am.

MEMBERS PRESENT
Mr. Roger Donaldson, Chair
Mr. Donald Link, Vice-Chair
Mr., Daryl Domke

Mr. Bret Holt

Ms. Karla Hudson

Mr. Marvin Petty

Mr., Tim McGladdery
MEMBERS ABSENT

Mr. Richard Brunvand
Mr. Joseph Shelton

MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF LABOR & ECONOMIC GROWTH PER-
SONNEL ATTENDING '

Ms. Beth Aben, Deputy Director, Bureau of Construction Codes
Mr. Todd Cordill, Assistant Chief, Plan Review Division

Ms. Usha Menon, Plan Reviewer, Plan Review Division

Ms. Margarita Torres, BFD Secretary, Plan Review Division

Providing for Michigan’s Safety in the Built Environment

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION CODES
P 0. BOX 30254 « LANSING, MICHIGAN 48809
Telephone (517) 241-8328 ¢ Fax (517) 241-8308
www.michigan.gov/dleg

DLEG is an equal opportunity employer/program
Auxitiary aids, services and other reasonable accommodations are available upen request to individuals with disabilities
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OTHERS IN ATTENDANCE

Mr. Harar Rashes.

1.

w

yn

CALL TO ORDER AND DETERMINATION OF QUORUM

The meeting was called to order at 9:31 am. by Vice Chairperson Link. A
quorum was determined present at that time.

MODIFICATIONS TO AGENDA

None

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A MOTION was made by Board Member Donaldson and supported by
Board Member Domke to approve the minutes of the July 18, 2008 meeting.
MOTION CARRIED.

TABLED ITEMS

None

OTHER BUSINESS

2009 Election of Officers

Mr. Cordill explained that the Chairperson of the board must also serve as a
member of the Construction Code Commission and must be able to attend
their meetings as well.

A MOTION was made by Board Member Domke and supported by Board
Member Petty to elect Board Member Roger Donaldson as Chairperson and
Board Member Donald Link as Vice Chairperson of the Bairier Free Design
Board. MOTION CARRIED.
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A MOTION was made by Board Member McGladdery and suppoited by
Board Member Link to approve the proposed 2009 Barrier Free Design
Board meeting dates. MOTION CARRIED.

6. EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

02) 79630, Brandywine Elementary School - Berrien
04) 79933, Get Back Up, Inc. - Wayne

A MOTION was made by Board Member Link and supported by Board
Member McGladdery to adopt the reports of the Administrative Law Judge
and the recommended decisions for the cases listed above. The board
acknowledged the receipt of all materials submitted by the applicants.
MOTION CARRIED.

01) 78958, Gavigan Residence - Mason

A MOTION was made by Board Member Link and supported by
Board Member Hudson to adopt the report of the Administrative Law
Judge and the recommended decision. However, the Board limits the
exception only to the Law Office of Mr Gavigan. MOTION

CARRIED.

03) 79631, Brandywine High Middle School - Berrien

A MOTION was made by Board Member McGladdery and supported
by Board Member Link to adopt the report of the Administrative Law
Judge and the recommended decision. MOTION CARRIED.

05) 80343, Saugatuck High School - Allegan

A MOTION was made by Board Member McGladdery and supported
by Board Member Domke to adopt the report of the Administrative
Law Judge and the recommended decision MOTION CARRIED.
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7. REMANDS
No remands were received for further board action.
8. STAFF REPORT
Assistant Chief Todd Cordill reported on the following:
Trvin J. Poke has been named Director of the Bureau of Construction Codes
and is attending the ICC Code Hearings today.
The 2006 Michigan Building Code, Michigan Residential Code and the
Rehabilitation Code became effective on August 1, 2008.
The code references ICC/ANSI A117.1 2003 edition for barrier free
dimensions and layouts. These code books were distributed to the board
members this morning. :
9. PUBLIC COMMENT
None
10. NEXTMEETING
November 14, 2008
11. ADJOURNMENT
Chairperson Donaldson adjourned the meeting at approximately 10:20 & m.
(Link MOTION, Domke SUPPORT) :
Approved: Date:

Roger Donaldéon, Chairperson




STATE OF MICHIGAN

STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS AND RULES

In the matter of - Docket No.
Cook Legal Research Library Agency No.
801 Monroe Street
Ann Arbor, M| _ Agency:
Applicant
Case Type:
/

. Issued and entered

2008-1096
80410

Bureau of Construction
Codes

Barrier Free Desig n'
Exception Request

this /gﬁifi/{{ day of September, 2008

by J. Andre Friedlis

Administrative Law Judge

REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE -

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of
1966 PA 1, aé amended, MCL 1251351 ef seq; 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL 125.1501
ef seq; and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.101 ef seq.

The purpose of this review is to examine an application for exception from
requirements contained in the Barrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code.
A hearing was held on September 9, 2008, in Lansing Michigan. Present were Jacqueline

Jeffery, Architect, Ron Lincoln, Senior Architect, representing the Applicant; and

Usha Menon representing the Plan Review Division.

ISSUES

Should the Applicant be granted an exception from Section 1998 ICC/ANSIA

117.1, Section 407.5 47

5. EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

01. 80410




Docket No. 2008-1096
Page 2

FINDINGS OF FACT

This case address’és two 39 year old elevators used in the Applicant’s library
building constructed in 1929. Elevator car 1 accesses 6 floors on the research'sideﬁ
elevator car 2 has front and side doors and can access all 6 research floors and 10 floors
On.the stack side. The Applicant wants to replace both elevators and update to the current
codes. It is anticipated that this .work will cost 1.8 million dollars. The project will be
released for bids once the Board decides this application. The Applicant believes the
project will take one year to complete. The plan is to replace one elevator at a time.

Because of these elevators were put in place many years ago, the shafts and
configurations do not allow full compliance with the 32 inch door opening requirement for-
floors 2, 4, 6, and 10 from car 2. This car has doors that open on the side and front from
the corner. Itis not technologically feasible to make the both doors meet the required width
requirement. For 6 floors one can exit the wider door to the research side and then reach
the stack side, but for the four floors listed above, the only exit is to the stack side. That
door width is 30 inches.

Installation of a third fully accessible elevator would cost an additional 2.2
million dollars.

~ There is limited access to the stacks. The general public is not permitted in
this section. Students may request a specific book and a staff member will bring the book
to the student. Only the staff has access to stack levels

There are offices on the tenth floor used by library staff, but any staff member
not able to access this level will be given an office on an accessible level. The Applicant

currently employs a wheel chair user on the sixth floor as an example.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Act 1 of the Public Acts of 1966, as amended, states that the barrier free
design requirements were created "to provide for the accessibility and utilization by
physically limited persons of public facilities and facilities used by the public." The Barrier -
Free Design Board is authorized by the Act to grant or deny requests for exceptions to any
or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stated time period and upon stated
conditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are grantéd. -

An exception request is granted only when the Applicant demonstrates
compeliing need. The Applicant has the ultimate burden of proving that an exception
should be granted An exception is a special license to deviate from rules that have
uniform applicability to all faciliies. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptional,
practical difficulty to the Applicant or where compliance would not be economically,
technologically, structurally, or administratively feasible

Section 407 5.4 of the 1998 ICC/ANS! A 1171 rules provides:

Doors. Doors shall comply with Section 407 5.4.10r407.5.4 2

407.5.4.1 Power Operated Doors. Power operated

horizontally sliding car and hoistway doors opened and closed

by automatic means shall comply with Section 407.2.5.

- 407.5.4.2. Manually Operated Doors. Existing manually

operated hoistway swinging doors shall comply with Sections

404.2 3 and 404.2.9. A power operated car door that opens

and maintains a 32 inch (815 mm) minimum clear width shall

be provided. Closing of the car door shall not be initiated until

the hoistway door is ciosed. Car gages are prohibited.

Compelling need based on cost, structural impossibility, and limited access
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has been presented to support the Applicant's exception request. A person with a disability
can be employed in this building. All books in the stacks are available to students on a
request basis only. Only.staff members have access to the stacks. The new elevators will
be brought up to current code requirements.

RECOMMENDED DECISION

[ recommend the Board grant the Applicant an exception from 1998
(CC/ANSI A 117 1, Section 407.5 4 to install two new elevators.

As a condition to granting this exception, the Board's Final Order, issued after
review of this recommendation, shall be displayed in a conspicuous public location of the
building.

A party may file comments, clarifications or objections to this Report,

including written arguments, with the Bureau of Construction Codes, P.O. Box 30254,

|

J{Andre Friedlis
Administrative Law Judge

Lansing, Michigan 48909, Attention: Irvin Poke.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the best of my knowledge, information and belief, that a copy of the foregoing
document was served upon all parties andfor attorneys of record in this matter by Inter- -
Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Next Day Alr,
facsimile, -and/or by mailing same to them via first class mail and/or certified mail, return receipt
requested, at their respective addresses as disclosed by the file on the _Léfi{day of September,

2008,

Irvin Poke

State of Michigan

BCC Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle
kemos, M| 48864

Jacqueline Jeffery

University of Michigan

Cook Legal Research Library
326 E Hoover

Mail stop B

Ann Arbor, Ml 48109

Marina Roelofs

University of Michigan Architecture
Engineering

326 E. Hoover

Mail Stop E

Ann Arbor, M1 48109

- %’éﬁz@ ﬁ“J’/ i/%zfé/‘éff

Lefore L. Baker =~
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules




NIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

S8 LRCHTECTURE ENGINEERING AND CONSTRUCTION

326 kast Hoover, Mall Stop B
Ann Arbor, Ml 48109-1002
Phone: 734-764-3414

Fax 734-936-3334 -

Memo

Date: November 16, 2007
To: ' Mike Bowen
From: Tom Girard

Subject: Hutchins Hall / Cook Legal Research Building
Replace Elevator
Project Nos. P00001667/ P00002037

In response to your request (as part of the $25M FY07 CFO special funding), we have established the
above referenced project Note that the project was originally opened to replace one non-ADA compliant
elevator in Hutchins Hall, but based on input from the Elevater Shop and the Law School, attention was -
refocused on the two traction elevators in Cook T egal Research instead :

The scope of work involves the complete replacement of two elevator systems, to duplicate the thirty-
seven years of service that the present systems have achieved In general, owr objective in replacing and
upgrading elevators is to bring them up to current codes, and to make them compliant with ADA
requirements. In light of the fact that the existing elevators were installed prior to the ADA, and that the
existing shaft is not readily expandable to allow for ADA compliance, the initial phase of this project
studied options for replacement, and the impact of each option.

The intent of this study (full 1eport available on request) was to determine if we should replace two
existing overhead traction elevators (State of Mich. #13551 and 13552) and/ or add a new overhead
fraction elevator in the Cook Legal Research Building One of the two existing elevators serves just the

I egal Research section of the building (six floors), the other has two doors (corner post arrangement) and
serves the Stacks (ten floors) as well  The present elevators were installed in 1970-

Direction from the PPI Committee:
At the November 1, 2007 PPI Committee meeting, options were discussed and direction was given to
proceed, subject to concurrence at a final Project Team meeting slated for November 13, 2007, Options

discussed were: o
e Replace existing elevators with non-ADA compliant elevators (Option 1}, ata Project Cost of
$1 8M (an increase of $400k over approved funding), or
-—“> o Add new ADA compliant car (Option 3) and replace existing elevators {Option 1), at a total
Project Cost of $4M (an increase of $2 6M cver approved funding), or '
s Pursue other options.

PPI authorized proceeding with $1 8M 1:1 replacement, which included code-required updates, and
achievable ADA improvements.

At the November 13, 2007 meeting with the Project Team (including censultant A3C), the Law Schoel
and U-M ADA Coordinator, all agreed to the proposed scope as approved by PPI on November 1, 2007
AEC will proceed accordingly

F:AD7026 UM Cook Elev ReplaceiCerrespondenceEMO71116um COP doc Lofd




Study Summary _ _ o _
The following summarizes the study, and reflects the potential ptoject scope and anticipated project costs
associated with addressing the request ' '

Background Investigation: _ S
A3C, A&E Project Team and Elevator Shop staff conducted a detaited field survey to determine the scope
presented herein. Existing Architectural, Mechanical and Flectrical infrastructure requites updating to
meet applicable codes and ADA requirements The two existing cars in Cook sit side-by-side. Neithez of
them are ADA compliant due to their small size. Based on the adjacent resttictions, it-is not possible to
increase the hoist-way size to meet current ADA requitemenits for intetior car dimensions However-all of
the other elements can be updated to meet all other ADA requirements, except for the car size

The existing slevators have been prioritized for replacement by the Elevator Team, based on recurring
reliability problems. :

The elevators serve Law School fimetions which involve a fair amount of traffic by faculty, staff and
students, as well as the library books, Since replacement will hamper opetations duting construction, the
I aw School staff has expressed a desire to minimize the shut-down period by using the existing shaft,
without substantial rengvation. :

U-M ADA Coordinator Cazole Dubritsky has expressed a preference to fully comply with ADA where
reasonable However, she acknowledges that a variance may be warranted based on structural limitations
that prohibit ieplacement of the curtent cabs with a cab that meets ADA dimensions.

AEC Code Coordinator Jackie Jeffery has stated that if the design will not fully comply with ADA, a
variance must be sought through the State of Michigan (case would go before a judge in I ansing).

Optigns:

M? Option 1: Replacement of two existing cars with upgrades

Scope:
e Replace car, machine and controller
e Upgade all other elements with fixhires that are ADA compliant.
» Reuse guiderails and counterweights '
e Add hallway lighting to comply with {OFC code requirement
e Add Machine Room HVAC per cods.

Impact:
o I imited noise and dust, work primarily in machine room and hoist-way
s Each car would be out of service for 4 months.
o One car would remain in service at all times, except for a short change-over period
»  Overall construction window 12 months. .
o Car dimensiens would not be ADA compliant All other components would be ADA
- -compliant- '

~————> Opinion of Probable Project Cost: $1,800,000

Option 2: Reactivation of existing dumbwaiters - Removed from consideration

,é——/> Option 3: Enlarge former dumbwaiter shaft and install an ADA compliant car with front and side doors.

_Scope:
+ Relocats vertical pipes, conduits in shaft to new chase.

o Relocate IT services located on basemient level
o Modify existing offices, etc. from basement through the sixth floor to create hoistway.

e Construct a machine room on roof

EA07026 UM Cook Elev Replace\Corraspondence™MEMO0711 16um COP doc 2of4d




+ Relocate existing cooling tower on roof and provide new screen wall.

o Install new car, machine and controller

o Install new fixtures for ADA compliance.

e Install new guide-rails, counterweights and hoist-way doors

+  Add hallway lighting to comply with 10FC code requirement

e Add Machine Room HVAC per code. - '

Impact: | P -

e TFront and side door allow for a single elevator lobby which allows for a single controller and
more efficient operations of the elevators s a group It also allows access by the new car to '
all library stack and research tower floors. :

s Extensive noise and dust having significant impact on Library operations

o Relocation and disruption of 1T services, moves of Library per sonnel

o Overall constiuction window 20 months .

¢ Elevator would be fully ADA compliant

-__> Opinion of Probable Project Cost: $2,200,000

Option 4: Enlarge former dumbwaiter shaft and install an ADA compliant car with front and rear doots.
Scope: ,
e Same as Option 3 abave.
[mpact:
e  TFront and rear door do not allow for a single elevator lobby which means less efficient
operations of the elevators as a group. Tt allews dccess by the new.car to all library stack and . -
research tower floors. _ ' '
s Rest of impacts same as Option 3 above
Opinion of Probable Project Cost: 52,150,000

Option 5: Enlarge former dumbwaiter shaft and install an ADA compliant car with front door only.
Scope: ' '
s  Same as Option 3 above

[mpact: ' :

e Tront door only does not allow for a single elevator lobby which means less efficient
operations of the elevators as a group. 1t also does not atlow access by the new car to all the
research tower floors, unless doors to the stacks are left unlocked at all times, which isa
change from current security routine.

s+  Rest of impacts same as Option 3 above

Opinion of Probable Project Cost: $1,800,000

Note that if Option 3, 401 5 are selected for implementation at this time, to allow for installation of an
ADA-compliant elevator, the existing elevators (addressed in Option 1) would still need to be prioritized
for replacement immediately after the new elevator is installed. If funding to achieve full ADA
compliance can be provided at this time with considetation of the jmpact to the infrastructure, A&E
recommends commencing with installation of the new elevator first (Option 3, 4, or 5), then replacing the
two existing elevators (Option 1) If'the option to achieve full ADA-compliance cannot be accomplished
without significant additional cost and impact to structural elements, A&E recommends installation of

OCption 1.
Note: This opinion of probable cost is intended for preliminary budget purposes only.

Project Close-out and Administration

This concludes the "Study" phase of this project Since the project is appr oved for construction, with an
original project budget of $1 4M, and recently approved incremental funding of $400K, A&E is prepar ed
to change the project to "Construction Document” phase, and begin working on CDs Since Option 1 was
selected, A&T will seek a variance from ADA, based on structural impracticability. S

E\0 7026 UM Cook Elev Replace\CorrespondencelEMUTLE Loum COP doc 30f4




Since the project was originally opened as a study in Hutchins Hall, and we will now be proceeding with
CDs within Cook, we will close the original project: P00001667, and have opened new project PO002037,

" As you are aware, the exercise to establish these opinions of probable cost is based pr imarily on a review
of existing documents and site visits. The opinions of probable cost have been prepared on the basis of

A&E experience and qualifications, and they represent the Estimating Team's judgment as professionals
familiar with industry and U-M standa: ds However, A&E has no control over costs of labor, ma‘_cérials_,
equipment o construction methods, no guarantee can be provided that the actual cost will not vary from

the opinion of probable cost.

Ce (electronically)

F&(Q: Hank Baier :

AEC: Marina Roelofs, Jerry Schulite, Amy Rigg, Mike Contrera, Dave Stockson, Murray Jones, Sué
Faust, Nick Labuskey, Khaled Alamat : o

PO: Rich Robben, Dave Elint, Terri Emmons, Dennis Krieg

Taw School: Lois Qerther, Mary Clemence, Brent Dickman

ADA Coordinator: Carole Dubritsky

A3C: Ron Lincoln

FAO7026 UM Cook Elev Replacs\CorrespondenceiMEMO71116um COP doc 4of4



Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception 133
Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth : o
Bureau of Cénstruction Codes / Plan Review Div
P.O. Box 30255, Lansing, Mi 48909

- 517-241-9328. 80 il
. www michigan govibco ' Z//( ) -
Application Fee: $300.00 . o

Authority: . 1986 PA1 . The Department of Labor and Economic Growth wilt not discriminate agains{'any Tndiv‘sc_iuzil or group because of race; sex religion, |
Completion: Mandatory age, natioral origin, cclor, marital status. disability, or polificat beliefs. If you need help with reading wriling hearing etc. under the
Penalty: . - Exceplion will not be granted Americans with Digablities Act, you may make your naeds known to this agency. .

The Rarrier Free Design Board has no authority over the federai standards contained in the Anjeﬁc-:ar{sﬂwit-h Diéébi[it-i'_és Act of 19'907!'4'2“ .
UsSC. 12204 - ' C

Note: The apblicant is responsible for all fees appiicable to this apbii'cation‘.

FACILITY INFORMATION .

FACILITY NAME STREET/ S'TE ADDRESS

Cook Legal Research Libarary 801 Monrce Street

NAME OF GITY, VILLAGE OR TOWNSHIP IN WHICH FACILITY IS LOCATED COUNTY

Hcity  Zvillage 1 Township of: Ann Arbor Washtenaw

Estimated Project Cost  $ 1,800,000.00 Estimated Cost of Compliance  $ 4,000,000.00

BUILDING PERMIT {To be complefed by the administrative autherity responsible for issuing the building permit for this project) ..

1 New Building Alteration [ Change of Use Building Permit / File Number P1000184-08-002
PERIOD OF TIME REQUESTED? USE GROUP CONSTRUGTION TYPE

Is a Temporary Exception Requested? No [ Yes

Project Does Not Comply With Barrier Free Design Requirements As Follows:

Michigan Building Code Section(s)

Reason for Non-Compliance
Shalft can not be widened due to structural steel and remaining space is insufficient to fit elevator door equipment and

car sling.

NAME ENFORCING AGENCY ] TELEPHONE NUMBER (include Area Code)
Marina Roetofs, Executive Director | Architecture, Engineering & Construction (734} 763-3020

ADDRESS CiTY ZiP CODE FAX NUMBER {Include Araa Code)
Univ. of Michigan, 326 E. Hoover, Mail Stop E Ann Arbor . 48109 (734) 763-3238

BUILDH}IGi Q}:FICIAL SIGNATARE (Muslt be an original signature)

r 1, ] IFy :
HHIG WA
PROJECT ARCHITECT / ENGINEER (When professional services arc requirsd by code or law)

NAME { MICHIGAN LICENSE MUMBER FIRM NAME
Daniel H. Jacobs 1301029045 A3C ) .
ADDRESS . CiTY STATE Z\P CODE i TELEPHONE NUMBER (include Area Code)
210 East Huron Strest Ann Arbor Mi 48104 (734) 663-1910
APPLICANT {(iNote: All correspondence will be sent fo this address) R Co - S :
NAME OF APPLICANT/APPLICANT'S REPRESENTATIVE COMPANY NAME SOGIAL SECURITY NUMBER* OR FEIN [REQUIRED)
Jacquiine Jeffery / Sue Faust _ University of Michigan - AEC = =
ADDRESS CiTY STATE ZIF CODE ELEPH NLJ BER(ndudeArea Code)
326 E. Hoover, Mail Stop B Ann Arbor M 48109 | 4yT7e3-3414

FAX NUMBER {Inciude Area Code}-

' (734) 936-3334

e/ 18/0%

DATE

- F
JiThis inforration is confidential. Disclosure of confidantial
information i protected by the Federal Privacy Act

L
BCC-201 (Rev. 12/08) FH
&




- STATE OF MiCH!GAN
STATE OFF]CE OF ADMINISTRAT!VE HEAR[NGS & RULES

In the matter of o Docket No.  2008-987

Michigan Stadium Agency No. 80793
1 E. Stadium - T o :
Ann Arbor, MI - | . Agency: ~ Bureau of Construction
- ' : Codes
Applicant
Case Type: Barrier Free Design
_" B Exception Request

- Issued and entered _
his ;’éf\‘;’i day of September, 2008
by J. Andre Friedlis
Administrative Law Judge

s
Lt

REPORT OF THE ADMIN!STRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of
1966 PA 1, as amended, MCL 1251351 ef seq; 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL
125 1501 ef seq; and196_9 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.101 et seq.

'"The'purpose' of this review is to examine an application for exception from
requirements contained ih the Bafrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction

Code. A hearing was held in Lansing Michigan on September 8, 2008 Present were

Rick Reichman, Project Manager, John Peterkord, Architect, representing the Applicant -

and Usha Menon, representing the Plan Review Division
ISSUE

Should the Applicant be granted exceptions from Sections 1104.4 and

5. EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

02, 80793
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1109.2 of fhe 2003 Michigan Building Code (MBC)? Ms. Menon agreed Section 1103.1

could be deleted.

'FINDINGS OF FACT

The Applicant plans a major expansion and renovation of Michigan
Stadium . at a cost of 228 _mi.flion dollars. Work began in November 2007 and is’
expected to be complete by September 2010. The west side will be expanded by
adding additional toilets, concessions, suites, press facilities, and a photo deck. The
east side will have elevated concessions, circulation areas, additional bathrooms,
ind-oor ana oﬁtdoor club are'as,.and .suites‘. The north and sduth 'e.n.d's will h.ave
additional bathrooms, public safety offices, and first aid stations. The stadium will retain
approximately 106,000 seats.

There is currently a men and women bathroom facility accessible by
stairway 14 to 15 feet below grade. These were built before the Barrier Free Design
law took effect. The renovation proposes providing one men and two women bathroom
facilities on this lower level accessible by stairway. There will be no concessions on this
lower levél.‘ |

It would cost an additional $75,000 to install a small elevator to reach this
lower level during the current renovation Adding this elevator would reduce the
circulation space needed for over 100,000 people.

The required barrier free bathroom fixture count will be met on accessible

levels.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Act 1 of the Public Acts of 1966, as amended, states that the barrier free
design requifements were created "to provide for the accessibility and utilization by
physically limited persons of public facilities and facilities used by the public" The
Barrie_r Free Design Board is authorized. by the Act to .grant or deny requests. for
exceptions to any or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stated time period
and upon stated conditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are granted.

An exception request is granted only when the Applicant demonstrates
compé!ling need. The Applicant has the ultimate burden of proving that an exception
should be granted. An exception is a special license to deviate from rules that have
uniform applicability to all facilities. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptional,
practical difficulty to the Applicant or where compliance would not be economically,

technologically, structurally, or administratively feasible

The provisions from the 2003 MBC at issue in this case are the following:

Section 1104.4 provides:

Multilevel buildings and facilities. At least one accessible route
shall connect each accessible level, including mezzanines, in
multilevel buildings and facilities

[Exception Omitted]

Section 1109.2 addresses toilet and bathing facilities:

Toilet and bathing facilities: Toilet rooms and bathing
facilities shall be accessible. Where a floor level is not
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required to be connected by an accessible route, the only
toilet rooms or bathing facilities provided within the facility
shall not be located on the inaccessible floor. At least one of
each type of fixture, element, control or dispenser in each
accessible toilet room and bathing facility shall be
accessible.

[Exception Omitted]

. Compelling need based on cost, duplicate facilities, and space limitations
has been presented The required barrier free fixture count will be met on accessible
leveis. The lower level bathrooms were in place before the Barrier Free Design law
took effect The Applicant _is simply providing additional facilities to aid in visitor

circulation.  There will be nothing other than bathrooms on the lower level

RECOMMENDED DECISION

| recommend the Board grant the Applicant exceptions from Sections 1104.4 and .
1109 2 of the 2003 Michigan Building Code for access to below grade bathrooms.

As a condition to granting these exceptions, the Board's Final Order, issued after
review of this recommendation, shall be displayed in a conspicuous public location of the
building.

A party may file comments, clarifications or objections to this Report, including

written arguments, with the Bureau of Construction Codes, P.O. Box 30254, Lansing, Michigan

48909, Attention: Irvin Poke.

o

J.Andre Friedlis
Adfninistrative Law Judge
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the best of my knowledge, information and belief, that a copy of the
foregoing document was served upon all parties and/or attorneys of record in this matter by
Inter-Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Next -
Day Air, facsimile, and/or by mailing same to them via first class mail and/or certified mail,
return receipt requested, at their respective addresses as disclosed by the file on the /z£€day

of September, 2008.

Ao j;/ Lafer

Lefrforé L. Baker
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules

Doug Hanna

Architecture Engineering & Construction
326 E. Hoover

Mail Stop B

Ann Arbor, Mi 48109

frvin Poke

State of Michigan

BCC Plan Review Division
2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, M| 48864

Rick Reichman

University of Michigan AEC
Michigan Stadium

326 E Hoover

Mail Stop B

Ann Arbor, Ml 48109




Architects Engineers Planners

" June 12, 2008

Michigan Department of Labor & Econormic Growth
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Review Division
P O Box 30265
Lansing, Ml 48809

Re: Michigan Stadium Renovation and Expansion
New West Side Men’s and Women’s Public Restroom Facilities
Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception
HNTB Project No. 40134

To whom it may concern,

The following is Attachment ‘A’ to the Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception
explaining the reason for non-compliance with Section 1109.2 — Toitet and Bathing Facilities of
the Michigan Building Code — 2003. Please refer to the following attached drawings identifying
the location / distribution of the public restroom facilities around Michigan Stadium. Drawing A2
and A8 identify the west sideline Sub-Grade Level public restroom facilities for which a design

rule exception is being requested.

Drawing A1 - Architectural Site Plan

Drawing A2 — Sub-Grade Level (West Side) .

Drawing A3 — Lower Concourse Level Plan (East Side)

Drawing A4 — Main Concourse Level Plan (100} _
Drawing A5 — East Outdoor Club Level and West Upper Concourse Pian (200)
Drawing A8 — Existing Sub-Grade Level (West Side)

Drawing A7 — Existing Main Concourse Level (West Side)

Drawing A8 — New Sub-Grade Level (West Side)

Drawing A9 — New Main Concourse Level (West Side)

ATTACHMENT ‘A’

Existing Condition

The west sideline of the University of Michigan Stadium confains an accessible route at the
Main Concourse Lavel . Along this Main Concourse Level, near mid-field; are existing women’s
restrooms, refer io Drawing A7. At a Sub-Grade Level beneath the Main Concourse Level, are
an additional existing women'’s restroom and a men's restroom, refer to Drawing AB.  These
sub-grade restrooms are accessible only by stairs. All of these west sideline restrooms, none of
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Michigan Stadium Renovation and Expansion Project

New West Side Men's and Women's Public Restroom Facilities
Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception

Page 2

which are accessible, will be demolished and replaced with new facilities as part of the Stadium
Expansion Project.

New Condition

The new west sideline Main Concourse Level restrooms are shown on Drawings A4 and A9.
The two new women’s restrooms at the Main Concourse Level will each be provided with 1~
accessible lavatory, 1 wheelchair accessible water closet, and 1 one accessible ambulatory
stall. The two new men’s resfrooms at the Main Concourse Level will each be provided with 1
accessible lavatory, 1 wheeichair accessible stall, 1 ambulatory stall, and 1 accessible urinal.
The remainder of the toilet fixtures in these Main Conceourse Level restrooms will be non-
accessible fixtures. [In addition to the women’s and men’s restrooms on the west side there will
be three family toilets provided as shown on Drawing A4 Directly beiow each of the Main
Concourse Level women’s restrooms, with the accessible fixtures, will be a Sub-Grade Level
women's restroom with additional non-accessible fixtures as shown on Drawings A2 and AS.
Directly below the two Main Concourse Level men’s restrooms, with the accessible fixtures, will
be a Sub-Grade Level men's restroom with additional non-accessible fixtures as shown on
Drawings A2 and A8. Due to the tight site constraints along the west sideline at the Main
Concourse Level there is not adequate space available to accommodate these additional non-
accessible fixtures without significantly impacting the pedestrian circulation along the
concourse. . Thus, additional non-accessible fixtures were located immediately below the
accessible toilet rooms. There is no resulting diminishment in accessibility with this design. The
Design Team's approach takes the non-accessible fixtures, which would otherwise have been
located at the Main Concourse (and be permitted to be on a non-accessible route within the
restroom) and relocates them to the Sub-Grade l.evel beneath the accessible portions of the
totlet rooms

Conclusion

The end result is instead of having two women's restrooms at the Main Concourse Level
consisting of 2 accessible lavatories, 2 accessible wheelchair stalls, 2 ambulatory stalls, 36 non-
acCessibIe lavatories, and 100 non-accessible water closets, there will be two, two-level
women'’s restrooms with the same number of fixtures, including the same number of accessible
fixtures. The accessible fixtures are on an accessible route at the Main Concourse In a similar
fashion, instead of having two men’s restrooms at the Main Concourse Level consisting of 2
accessible lavatories, 2 accessible wheelchair stalls, 2 ambulatory stalls, 2 accessible urinals,
27 non-accessible lavatories, 14 non-accessible water closets, and 36 non-accessible urinals,
there will be a two-level restroom with the same number of fixtures, including the same number
of accessible fixtures. The accessible fixtures are on an accessible route at the Main
Concourse. Equivalent facilitation is maintained
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Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception : _ 133
Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growih
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Review D

. sHATION CODES P.O. Box 30255, Lansing, Ml 48909 §
il ¥ & ﬁ%: t!:'; g L!if I Ea;( {J-J e > j o
BREAH Lr DIGION 517-241-0328 8 0 7 e |

4 i W
.,:“s?"! R« vy : www michigan gov/ibee

Application Fee: $300.00

Authority: 1986 PA1 The Deparimant of Labor and Economic Growth will not discriminate against ‘any individuat or 3roup because of race, sex “religion, |
Completion: Mandatory age, national origin, colar, marital status disability, or political beliefs. If you need help with reading. writing hearing ete under the
Penaity: Exception wili not be granted : Americans with Disabililies Act, you may make your needs knowr to this agency.

The Barrier Free Design Board has no authority over the federal standards contained in the Americans with Disabililies Act of 1990, 42
U s 12204

Note: The applicantis résponsib[e for all fees applicable to this application.

FAGILITY NAME T/ SITE ADDRESS

Michigan Stadium 1 East Stadium
NAME OF CITY VILLAGE OR TOWRNSHIP IN WHICH FACILITY IS LOCATED COUNTY
Hcity [vilage O Township Of: Ann Arbor Washtenaw

Estimated Project Cost  $ 226,000,000 00 Estimated Cost of Compliance  $ 75, ©OO. —~

ESSTRTRE:

S alihaalyTeS

- BUILDING PERMIT. omplete

1 New Building T Alteration C] Change of Use Buliding Peivnit / File Number P1000711-05-003

PERIOD OF TIME REQUESTED? USE GROUP CONSTRUGCTION TYPE

is a Temporary Exception Requested? No 3 Yes

Project Dees Not Comply With Barrier Free Design Requirements As Follows:

Michigan Building Code Section(s)
1109.2 - Toilet and Bathing Facilities
Reason far Non-Compliance

Sae Attachment "A".

NAME ENFORCING AGENCY . TELEPHCKE NUMBER {Inciude Area Code)
Doug Hanna Architecture, Engineering & Construction | (734) 763-3020

ADDRESS LCITY ZIP CODE FAX NUMBER (Include Area Code}
University of Michigan - 326 E. Hoover Ann Arbor 48109 (734) 763-3238

FICIAL SIGNATURE (Must e an original signature)

“MICHIGAN LIGENSE NUMBER |

John W. Peterkord 1301052191

ADDRESS CITY

715 Kirk Drive

HNTEB Michigan Architecture, Inc.

ZIP CODE TELEPHONE NUMBER {inchuide Arga Code)

64105 (816} 472-1201

Kansas City

EPRESENTATIVE COMPANY NAME SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER® OR FEIN {(REQUIRED}

Rick Reichman University of Michigan - AEC o
ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE E NUﬁBER (Inchide Area Code}
326 E. Hoover, Mail Stop B Ann Arbor Mt 48109 (734) 615-3883

FAX NUMBER (indlude Area Code}

t certify the proposed work Is.atinbFiz, 3 by the owner of record | agree to conform to all app!icabie laws of the i
State of Miebigan an ﬁafméi' ubmitted is acourate to the best of my knowladga {734) 763-3238

APPL|zST SIGfﬁﬁTUREf 7 an origi Al slgnature) DATE 7 .
7o — 707

. *This information is confidential. Disclosure of condtdental
BGC-201 {(Rev 12/08) Front information is protected by the Federal Privacy Act




STATE OF MICHIGAN ’
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND INDUSTRY SERVICES

In the matter of . . Docket No. 2008-1109
Tawas Area Junior High School : Agency No. 80940
255 W. M55 T ' :
Tawas City, Ml R Agency: Bureau of Construction
Applicant ' Codes
{f Case Type: Barrier Free Design

Exception Request

SEF 24 7008 ~-Jssued and entered
this #4244 day of September, 2008

BHUER § SRR by J. Andre Friedlis
Administrative Law Judge

REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of
1966 PA 1, as amended, MCL 1251351 et seq, 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL
125 1501 et seq; and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24 101 ef seq.

The purpose of this review is to examine an épp]ication for exception from
requireﬁents contained in the Barrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code.
A hearing was held on September 16, 2008, in Lansing Michigan Present were Kurt
Fogelsonger, Architect representing the Applicant and Usha Menon, representing the Plan
Review Divisi.on.‘

ISSUE

Should the Board grant the Applicant an exception from Section 4042 4 1 of

the 1998 ICC/ANSI A117.1 code?

EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

03, 80940

5,
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FINDINGS OF FACT

This building will be used for the junior and senior high school, grades 6
through 12; it was built in 1953

There are two sets of toilets at each end of the si.ngle story, 100,000 square

foot building.

The Applicant has spent $150,000 bringing one set of bathrooms - male and

female — up to barrier free code requirements except for the entrance latch side clear

space requirement. The modifications allowed a 4 foot wide entrance where 5 feetis

required. As an alternative to substantial additional construction, the Applicant wants to
install a push button device at each of the 4 doors providing entry to these bathrooms.
These devices cost $2,500 each or $10, 000 for 4 doors.

In contrast, if the Applicant has to widen the approaches, the construction
would cost $24,000 and require altering the janitor’s closet and kitchen.

There is a second set of bathrooms in the men’s and women'’s Jocker rooms
that will not be altered during this effort.

This is the first remodeling since construction in 1953, The difference in
price betwéen $10,000 and $24,000 is significant considering the funding limitations faced
by the District.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Act 1 of the Public Acts of 1966, as amended, states that the barrier free
design requirements were created "to provide for the accessibility and utilization by

physically limited persons of public facilities and facilities used by the public.” The Barrier

s

CREEY
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Free Design Board is authd_rized_by the Act to grant or deny requests for exceptions to any
or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stated time period and upon stated.
conditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are granted.

An exception request is granted only when compelling need is demonstrated
by the Applicant. The Applicant has the ultimate burden of proving that an exception
should be granted. ‘An exception is a special license to deviate from rules which have
uniform applicability to all facilites. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptional,
practical difficulty to the Appﬁcant or where compliance would not be economically,
technologically, structurally, or adm?nistratively feasible. |

Section 404 2.4 1 of the 1998 ICC/ANSI A117.1 Code provides:

Swinging Doors. Swinging doors shall have maneuvering
clearances complying with Table 404 2 4.1

Compelling need based on cost and the availability of an alternative push
button device has been presented to justify granting the Applicant’s request for exception. -
While the altered bathrooms will not satisfy the.latoh side clear space requirement, adding
pﬁsh buttons will allow wheel chair users éasy access to these facilities. The buttons will

mean the users will not have to open doors and maneuver into the bathroom And adding

these buttons Will save the District $14,000

RECOMMENDED DECISION

| recommend the Board grant the Applicant an exception from Section
404 2 4 1 ofthe 1998 ICC/ANSIA117 1 code for the bathrooms specified above. Inplace

of providing the latch side clear space; the Applicant will install 4 push buttons to provid'e
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access. As a condition to granting this exception, the Board's Final Order, issued after

.+: review of this recommendation, shall be displayed in a conspicuous public location of the

building.

A party may file comments, cIarifiCatiqns- or objections to this Report,
" including written arguments, with the Bureau of Construction Codes, P.O. Box 30254,
Lansing, Michigan 48909, Attention: Irvin Poke.
ol Foil,

J. ;B:]dﬂeJFriediis

Administrative Law Judge
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the best of my knowledge, information and belief; that a copy of the foregoing
document was served upon all parties and/or attorneys of record in this matter by Inter-
Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Next Day Air,
facsimile, and/or by mailing same to them via first class mail and/or. certified mall return receipt
requested, at their respectlve addresses as disclosed by the file on the éQszay of September

2008.

Irvin Poke

State of Michigan

BCC Plan Review Division
2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, M| 48864

Kurt L Fogeisonger

Wigen Tincknell Meyer & Associates
100 S Jefferson Ave.

Suite 601

Saginaw, MI 48607

Todd Cordill

Bureau of Construction Codes
Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, M| 48864

%W&/Mf

Lenofe L. Baker
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules




Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Review Divis

Application Fee: $300.00

P.O. Box 30255, Lansing, Ml 48309

517-241-9328

www.michigan gov/bce

| Authority:© 1986 PA1
Completion: Mandatory
Penalty: Excephon will not be granted

Application for Batrier Free Design Rule Exception
Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth

- 133

80 740

| The Départment of Labor and Economic Growih will not discriminate auamsf any individual er group bacéuse of rade, éex religion,
age, national origin, color, marital status. disability, or palitical beliefs. If you need help with reading wiiting hearing etc, under the
.} -Americans with Disabliities Act, you may make your needs known fo this agency

The Barrier Free DeSlgn Board has no au’{honty aver the federal standards contamed in the Amencans with stabmtles Act of 1990 42

UsSC 12204,

Note:  The applicant is responsible for all fees applicable to thié'app!icatibn..

FACILITY INFORMATION

FACILITY NAME STREET / SITE ADDRESS
Tawas Area Junior / Senior High School 255 West M-55

NAME CF CITY VILLAGE OR TOWNSHIP IN WHICH FACILITY 15 LOCATEDR COUNTY
city [Ovillage [ Township of Tawas City losco

Estimated Project Cost  $ 150,000.00

Estimated Cost of Compliance $ 24,000.00

BUIL.DING PERMIT {To be completed by the administrative authority respansible for issuing the building permit for this project}

Is a Temporary Exception Requested?

[(] New Building ] Alteration .1 Change of Use Building Permit / File Number 79597-losco
PERIOD OF TIME REQUESTED? USE GROUP CONSTRUCTION TYPE
LI No £ Yes e e

Michigan Building Code Section(s) 19q 8

Reason for Non-Compliance

EXVSTIANG

icel/ AansI AT -1
MANSUVERING

Project Does Not Comply With Barrier Free Design Requirements As Follows:

SEATION 404 2.4 - /
< L EF}RAMCE

==’&-.

TorLeETSs

I}

Infori3d 161381461 (7708708
BT Autr 330000

d—n ‘&I—

ETGEN TICRMELL MEVER & ASSOCIR

TELEPHONE NUMBER {fnchide Area Code)

Y . ENFORCING AGENGY > oF M : I

Sl Cordl| . w%c? S |Gy - Tae,

ADDRESS CITY ZIPCODE FAX NUMBER (include Area Code)
Po. B, woZJ‘;"‘f' Lamssiugy 57 |Gr#-9%08

ust be an original signature}

A,
PROJEC‘:T AR'&H]?E’CTI ENGINEER (When professional services ara requared by code or law)

NANME MICHIGAN LICENSE NUMBER FIRM NAME

Thomas Reay, AIA treay@wtmarchitects com § 1301027073 Wigen Tincknell Meyer & Associates -
ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE =~ "TELEPHONE NUMBER {Include Arsa Code)
100 South Jefferson Ave., #601 | Saginaw Ml 48607 {989) 752-8107

APPLICANT (Note: All correspondence will be sent to this address)

NAME OF APPLICANT/APPLICANT'S REPRESENTATIVE

Kurt L. Fogslsonger, AlA

COMPANY NAME

Wigen Tincknelt Meyer & Associate

ADDRESS cITY

100 South Jefferson Ave., #601

Saginaw

STATE

MI

ZiP GODE -

48607

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER™ OR FEIN (REQUIRED)

TELEPHONE NUMBER (Include Area Code)

(989) 752-8107

| ceriify the proposed work is authdrized by the owner of record. { agree to conform to all applicable E'am}s of the
State of Michigankand all information submitted is accurate to the best of my knowladge.

"FAX NUMBER {Include Area Code)

(989) 752-3125

APPLIC, VNATU {Must be an original signature)

DATE

1%/’@&;

BCGC-201 (Rev 12/0&) Front

~This information is confidential. Disclosure of confidential
information Is protected by the Faderal Privacy Act

5]




STATE OF MICHIGAN
. STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS AND RULES.

In the matter of Docket No. 2008-1044
_ Allegan County Courthouse ' ~ Agency No. 81202
113 Chesinut - _ -
Allegan, Ml - g Agency: - Bureau of Construction
' _ ' Codes
Applicant :
Case Type: Barrier Free Design

/ Exception Request

Issued and entered
this /(+¢day of September, 2008
by J. Andre Friedlis
Administrative Law Judge

REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of

: 1966 PA 1, as amended, MCL 125.”1'351 et seq; 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL 125.1501
et seq; and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.101 ef seq.

The purpoée of this review is to examine an application for exception from
requirements contained in the Barrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code.
A hearing w;;s held on September 9, 2008, in Lansing, Michigan. Present were Robert
VanPattén',' representing the Applicant, and Usha Menon, representing the Plan Review
Division.

ISSUES |

Should the Board gfant the Applicant an exceptio.n from 1998 ICCIANSI A

117 1, Sections 404.2 3 and 404.2.4.1?

5, EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS
04. 81202 :




Docket No. 2008-86
Page 2

FINDINGS OF FACT

Atissue in this case fs a private restroom that after current renovations will be
adjacent to Judgé' Buck’'s newly constructed chambers. This b’athfoom is pért of an
exisﬁng bathroom and the door opehing cannqt be widened due o an existing structural
column. New fixtures and a grab bar will be installed in this bathroom but the door opening
cannot be changed. The bathroom door will be 32 inches providing a clear apening of 28
tc;SO inches. Also atissue Eé a shelving uh‘it near the door that infringes on the fr.onfipush _
side approach requirement.

A building permit was issued in the summer of 2008; work began in mid
August, and the project is expected to be complete by March 1, 2009. The expected
project cost is $650,000. The project will involve remodeling 8000 square feet of the
80,000 square foot 3 story building. Included will be additional hearing rooms, and a new
court room and chambers for Judge Buck.

No one but Judge Buck will use this bathroom  In the event he becomes
unable to use this facility, other accessible court rooms on the same floor can be used.
Other Judges would change courtrooms with Judge Buck if this became necessary.

Public barrier free bathrooms are available 40 feet away from the new
Probate Court room.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Act 1 of the Public Acts of 1966, as amended, states that the barrier free
design requirements were created "to provide for the accessibility and utilization by
physically limited persbns of public facilities and facilities used by the public." The Barrier
Free Design Board is authorized by the Act to grant or deny requests for exceptions to any

or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stated time period and upon stated




Docket No. 2008-1044
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conditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are granted.

An exception request is granted only when the Applicant demonstrates.
compelling need The Applicant has the- ultimate burden of proving that -an exception
should be granted. An exception is a special license to deviate from rules; which have
uniform applicability- to all faciliies. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptional,
practical difficulty to the Applicant or where compliance would not be economically,
technologically, structurally, or administratively feasible.

Sections 404.2.3 and 404.2 4 1 of the 1998 ICC/ANSI A 117.1 code
provide:

404 2 3 Clear Width. Doorways shall have a clear opening

of 32 inches (815 mm) minimum. Clear opening of

doorways with swinging doors shall be measured between

the face of door and stop, with the door open 90 degrees.

Openings more than 24 inches (610 mm) deep shall

provide a clear opening of 36 inches (915 mm) minimum.

There shall be no projections into the clear opening width

lower than 34 inches (865 mm) above the floor or ground.

Projections into the minimum clear opening width more

than 34 inches (865 mm) and up to 80 inches (2020 mm)
above the floor or ground are permitted but shall not

exceed 4 inches (102 mm).

404.2.4.1 Swinging Doors. Swinging doors shall have
maneuvering clearances complying with Table 404.2.4 1.

Compelling need based on limited use and structural limitations has been
presented to justify the requested exception. It is reasonable to grant an exception here
where only Judge Buck will use the bathroom at issue and sufficient barrier free bathrooms
have been provided for staff and the public. Moreover, other court rooms on the same:

floor are accessible. These Judges would exchange court rooms if this became needed.
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RECOMMENDED DECISION

| recommend the Board grant the Applicant an exception from 1998
ICC/ANSI A 117.1, Sections 404.2.3 and 404 2 4.1 for the nonpublic toilet room that will

be used only by Judge Buck.
| As a condition to granting this exception, the Board's Final Order, issued after
review of this recommé'ndation, shall be displayed in a conspicuous public location of the
building.

A party may file comments, clarifications or objections to this Report,
including written arguments, with the Bureau of Construction Codes, P.O. Box 30254,

Lansing, Michigan 48909, Attention: Irvin Poke.

\zL pd,

ndre Friedlis
mlrustratlve Law Judge
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the best of my knowledge, information and belief, that a copy of the foregoing
document was served upon all parties and/or attorneys of record in this matter by Inter-
Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Next Day Alr,
facsimile, and/or by mailing same to them via first class mail and/or certified mail, return receipt
requested, at their respective addresses as disclosed by the file on the HetZ_day of September,

2008.

e CHET / Wy /{{gf
Leridre L. Baker ©” f
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules

Irvin Poke

State of Michigan

BCC Plan Review Division
2501 Woodiake Circle
Ckemos, Ml 48864

Robert VanPutten
Landmark Design Group PC
Allegan County Courthouse
6139 Tahoe Drive SE
Grand Rapids, Ml 49546

Ted Hanson

City of Allegan
112 Locust St
Allegan, Ml 49010




Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception 133
_Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Revie

PO Box 30255, Lansing, M 489( v _ : -
517-241-9328 81 J0

www michigan govibco

Application Fee: $300.00

The Department of Labor and Ecanomic Growth wili not discriminate against any individual or group bedause of race, sex fengion,
age, national origin, coler marital status disability, or peolitical pelisfs. If you 'need help with reading writing. hearing etc underthe
Americans with Dissbiilties Act, you may make your needs known o this agency.

Anthority;, 1968 PA1
Completion: Mandatory
Panalty: Exception will not be granted

Tha Barrier Free Design Board has no authority over the federal standards contairied in the Americans with Disahilities Act of 1990, 42
UsC 12204 R '

Note: The applicant is responsible for all fees applicable to this application.

- FACILITY INFORMATION L
FACILITY NAME STREET/STTE ADDRESS
A%\e%m C@uﬂfz-:;Caw*—wuge 113 Chesthnut, T‘H 4{-"!010
NAME OF CITY, VILLAGE OR TOWNEHIP I WHICH FACILITY 1S LOCATED COUNTY
City - [village 3 Township Of. A \‘\ LA R }V\ ieﬂa WA
Estimated Project Cost  $ 760; g2, &0 Estimated Cost of Compliance $;7_5; ol .aa
BUILDING ‘PERMIT (To'bé completed by ihe administrative authority responsible for issuing the building permit for this project}
[ New Building ﬂ’ Alteration | Change of Use Building Permit / File Number %@ )
PERIOD OF TIME REQUESTED?Y USE GROUP COM‘:’;TRUCTION TYPE
Is a Temporary Exception Requested? %No 1 Yes ﬁ _ ‘ ! B

Froject Does Not Comply With Barrier Free Design Requirements As Follows:

Mlchlgan Building Code Sectian(s) /L/J.él@ﬂ” gmﬂ’?z/ iirzz. M&ﬂu‘r}/ Z}:v)/{/ / 7
Dgorcuayj

Reason for Non-Compliance

Fusiny 2ot Prea

NAME ENFORCING AGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER (Indlude Area Code)
Ted Hanson Cx l—V; ot AWzaee b9 - E56- noY
ADORESS GITY Z1P CODE FAX NUMBER (lnr:.lu_de Area Code)
HQ Locost Strept @\\t(c\an 4am e |08 (13-3364

BUILDING OFrlClAL IGNATURE { be an ariginal signature) ~
&M\x}% ! \‘\o\:\Son@C -\-qg?fﬁllca;m orq_

' PROJECT ARCHITECT ENGINEER (When professmnal services are required by-code or [aw) |

NAME MICHIGAM LICENSE NUMBER FIRM NAME

BobVan Potren, Presptent 1201032628 | Lawluuvic Deston Gonpy P C

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZiP CODE } . TELEFPHONE NUMBER {include Area Code)
L1551 Tahee Guraveh Berpits | 41 | 4—%5% ,é\g ﬁ55.@é@é

APPLICANT {Ndte: Al correspondence will be sent {0 this address)

R FEEN REQUIRED)

NAME OF APPLICANT/APPLICANT & REPRESENTATIVE COMPANY NAME
. ! 4 e
%Qb\jﬁm ?Q%—%&M! Oresirons Laved Wie }Lp $ (Sm?: ? C '
ADDRESS oY STATE ZIF CODE < =LePHONE NUMBER (Inciuds Area Gode)

6139 Tahse GvaudPepis | M 49544 | Hl6-956.060€

t certify the proposed work is authnnzad by the owner of record | agres to conform to alt applicable laws of the if,x NU,MBER ﬁ"d“d,e Area Code)
State of Michigan and all ing rm%;an sugpitted is accurate fo the best of my knowledge &6 959 _G?Q-Q,é
DATE

APPL[CANTS.GNATUR':(MUS e an gija}s nature) . .
24 /Zﬂ /O

~Thig iaformation is confidential. Disciosura of confidential
information Is protected by the Federsat Pivacy Act

BCC201 (Rev 12/C8) Front




STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AND INDUSTRY SERVICES

In the matter of S Docket No. 2008-1068
Dream Academy High School Agency No. 81378.
. 248 E. Ninth Street. E _ , | . |
Benton Harbor, Ml Agency:  Bureau of Construction
| ' Codes -
Applicant

Case Type: Barrier Free Design
| ' Exception Request

£F %4 A Issued and entered
this 5041 day of September, 2008

= by J. Andre Friedlis

Administrative Law Judge

REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of.

1966 PA 1, as amended, MCL 1251351 ef seq, 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL
125.1501 et seq; and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24 101 et seq.
The purpose of this review is to examine an application for exception from

requirements contained in the Barri'er Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code

A hearing was held on September 16, 2008, in Lansing Michigan. Present were Mary

McCormick, Architect; Winn Wolf, Building Owner; Saad Khalaf, Architect, representing
the Applicant and Usha Menon, representing the Plan Review Division. |

ISSUE

Should the Board grant the_'Applicant an exception from Section 1109.2 of -

the 2003 Michigan- Building Code (MBC)?

5, EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

05, "81378




Docket Nos, 2008-1068
Page 2

FINDINGS OF FACT

On March 1, 2008, Mr. ngf. purchased the building at issue for $115,000. .
~ Prior to his.purchase, the building was used by Dean Foods for testing food products.

This building is. a one story brick structure buiit in 1951 with 20,000 square feet. Barrier

free compliance is required b'ec.:aus.e the building interior is b_e.ing entirely renovated and

also because t_he use group has bée.n'changed_

A building permit Was EssQed on or about July 7, 2008 to renovate the interior
at an expected cost of $850,000. Renovation is expected to be complete at the end of
Octd_ber 2008. The renovation consists of interior demolition, erection of partitions, fire
walls 10 class rooms, administrative offices, a media center (i‘ib.réry), and a multipurpose
room. A science lab remains to be added. A certificate of occupancy has been issued
and the school year h_as started with 140 students. Up to 230 students can be admitted in

grades 9 through 12. The school has 11 to 12 teachers and support staff

The building has female toilet facilities with 2 water closets, 2 lavatories, and
male facilities with 2 water closets, 2 lavatories, and one urinal. These toilets are Ioéated
in an angle of the building whose walls are constructed of concrete blocks. All plumbing
lines are Iocated within these b[dcks. [t would cost between $70,000 and $90,000 to
reconstruct these bathrooms, removing the block walls and replacing the plumbing lines.
But this work would require pushing intb fhe staff entrance, rﬁain building entrance, class
rooms, server rcom containing the fire alarm panel, and administrative area.
Reconstructing all these areas to accommodate the expanded bathrooms and

reconstructing the bathrooms would cost in the area of $220,000.

e a1 e e e
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As an alternative, the Applicant proposes building one single use male and
“one single use female barrier free compliant bathroom near the multipurpose reom.

The Applicant pointed otit that the 2006 Building Code allows adding a
unisex bathroom where it is technically infeasible to modify existing bathrooms. See
Section 3409.8.9 of the 2006 Code.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Act 1 of the Public Acts of 1966, as amended, states that the barrier frée
design requirements were created "to provide for the accessibility and utilization- by
physically limited persons of pubrlic‘:_f_acilities and facilities used by the public.” The Barrier
Free Design Board is authorized by the Act to grant or deny requests for exceptions to any
or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stated time period and upon stated
conditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are granted.

An exception request is granted only when compelling need is demonstrated
by the A.pplicant‘ The Applicant hés the ultimate burden of proving that an exception
should be granted. An exception is a special license to deviate from rules which have
uniform applicability to all facilities. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptional,
practical difficulty to the Applicant or where compliance would not be economically,
technologically, structurally, or admin.istratively feasible.

Section 1109.2 of the MBC provides:

Toilet and bathing facilities. Toilet rooms and bathing

facilities shall be accessible. Where a floor levelis not required

to be connected by an accessible route, the only toilet rooms
or bathing facilities provided within the facility shall not be




Docket Nos. 2008-1068
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located on the inaccessible floor. At least one of each type of
fixture, element, control or dispenser in each accessible toilet
room and bathing facility shall be accessible

[Exceptions Omitted]

Section 3409 8 9 of the 2006 Michigan Building Code provides:
Toilet rooms. Where it is technically infeasible to alter existing
toilet and bathing facilities to be accessible, an accessible
unisex toilet or bathing facility is permitted. The unisex facility

shall be located on the same floor and in the same area as
existing facilities.

Compelling need based on cost and technical infeaéibility has been
presented to justify granting the Applicant’s request for exception. While the existing
bathrooms do not satisfy the barrier free requirements, the Applicant Wﬂl provide a single
use male and female facility near the existing non compliant bathrooms.

Requiring the applicant to modify the existing bathrooms will cost.a great
deal due to the need to reconstruct entrances, classrooms, and the server room
containing the fire alarm panel. Because the block walls contain the plumbing lines, the
bathroom areas would need to be demolished and rebuilt,

The Applicant’s proposal to add two new barrier free compliant single use
bathrooms is a reasonable alternative.

RECOMMENDED DECISION

| recommend the Board grant the Applicant an exception from Section 1109.2-
of the MBC for the bathrooms specified above. As a condition to granting this exception,
the Board's Final Order, issued after review of this recommendation, shall be displayed in a

conspicuous public location of the building.

A party may file comments, clarifications or objections to this Report,
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inciuding written arguments ‘with the Bureau of Constfruction Codes;, P:O. Box 30254,

. m/é@

nhre Friedlis
A inistrative Law Judge

Lansmg Mlchlgan 48909 Aftention: lrvin Poke.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the best of my knowledge, information and belief, that a copy of the foregoing
document was served upon all parties and/or aftorneys of record ‘in this matier by Inter-.
Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Next Day Air,
facsimile, and/or by malling same to them via first class mail and/or certified mail, return receipt
requested, at their respective addresses as disclosed by the file on thq{&éféay of September,

2008.

%M/M

Lekbré L. Baker
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules

[rvin Poke

State of Michigan

BCC Plan Review Division
2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, Ml 48864

Mary C McCormick

Frank McCormick & Khalaf Architects LL.C
Dream Academy High School

28 W. Adams Ave. Suite 1400

Detroit, M| 48226

Todd Cordill

Bureau of Construction Codes
Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, Ml 48864



A, nication for Barrier Free Design Rule Exc . stion 133

Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth
Bureau of Construction Codeas / Plan Review Divisi
P.O. Box 30255, Lansing, Ml 48809
517-241-9328

www michigan gov/bee

81 375

Application Fee: $300.00

Authority: 1988 PA1
Completion: Mandatory
Penalty: Exception will not be granted

The Department of Labor and Economic Growth will not discriminate against any individual or grhup because of race, sex religion,
age, national crigin, color. marital status disability or poifical beliefs. If you need help with reading writing hearing etc under the
- | Americans with Disabiiities Act, you may make your needs known to this agency.

The Bartier Free Deéign Board has no authority over the federal standards contained in the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1930, 42
UsC 12204 o :

Note: The applicant is responsible for all fees épp_[icab!e to this application.

FACILITY INFORMATION ) )
FACILITY NAME STREET/ SITE ADDRESS '
Dream Academy High Scheol 248 E. Ninth Street

NAME OF CITY VILLAGE OR TOWNSHIP IN WHICH FACILITY 1S LOCATED COUNTY

Hcity [Village 1 Township of:_Benton Harbor Berrien

"

——

Estimated Project Cost  $ Estimated Cost of Compliance $ N Ll
0/

K00, 000
L
BUILDING PERMIT (T6 be comipisted by the administrative authority responsible for issuing the buiiding permit for this project)

,Z Alteration

s a Temporary Exception Requested? EINo [T Yes

I Change of Use Building Permit / File Number

] New Building

CONSTRUCTION TYPE

e

USE GROUP

E

PERIOD OF TIMFE REQUESTED?

Project Does Not Comply With Barrier Free Design Requirements As Follows:

Zoo B MBC Sectiow \0O9.72

Michigan Building Code Section(s)

Reason for Non-Compliance [ wig-ti “fl

"f‘o{.le—“'s-‘

NAME

ENFORCING AGENCY G OF MICHIEANS

TELEPHONE NUMBER (Include Area Code)

Todd Co rdill, NohARR BUREPL OF CoiStR0ct oM Cobes Gr7)eH-9928
ADDRESS CITY ZIP CODE FAX NUMBER (Include Area Gode)
Po- BoX G025 Lansing ‘57 (517)AH1-1208

FRICTALSIGMNATURE {Must be an original signature)
4 Y /

PROJECT ARCHITECT / ENGINEER (When professional services are required by code or law)

NAME MICHIGAN LICENSE NUMBER FIRM NAME
Saad Khalaf 1301053392 FMK Architects, LL.C
ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIF CODE TELEPHONE NUMBER (Inciude Area Goas)
28 West Adams, Suite 1400 Detroit Ml 48226 (313) 234-8700

APPLICANT (Note: All correspondence will be sent to this address) :

NAME OF APPLICANT/APPLICANT S REPRESENTATIVE COMPANY NAME SOCIAL SECURITY MIMAER OR FEIN (REQUIRED)
Mary Clare McCormick FMK Architscts, LLC. :

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE TELEPHONE NUMBER {Include Area Code}
28 West Adams, Suite 1400 Detroit M 482286 {313) 234-8700

FAX NUMBER (Include Area Code)

! certify the proposad work is authorized by the owner of record lagree fo conform to all applicable laws of the
State of Michigan and alt information submitted is accurate to the best of my knowledge

{313) 234-8701

APPLICANT SIGNATLIRE {Must be an original signature} §

BaTE

A 25, 2403

BCGC-201 (Rav 12/08) Frant

i i !

TWhina L YWy

I Wi WAA Vi~ ol
& J ! *This infdrmalion is confidential. Disclosure of coniidential U

information 's protecied by the Fedesral Privacy Act




- STATE OF MICHIGAN
STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS AND RULES

In the matter of . Docket No. 2008-1108
SEP 25 2008
City of Wayne Youth Services Agency No. 81664
F (3030:3cWayne:Read - |
FLAN iWayne My Agency: Bureau of Construction
Applicant ' Codes
Case Type: Barrier Free Design
{ Exception Request

_ Issued and entered
this A244 day of September, 2008
by J. Andre Friedlis '
Administrative Law Judge

REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of
1966 PA 1, as amended, MCL 125.1351 ef seq; 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL 125.1501
et seq: and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.101 ef seq.

The purpose of this review is to examine an application for exception from
requirements contained in the Barrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code.
A hearing was held on September 16, 2008 in Lanéing, Michigan. Present were Peter J.
Mclnerney Community Development Director, representing the Applicant, Patrick W.

Ostrosky, Building Official for the city of Wayne, and Usha Menon, representing the Plan

Review Division.

ISSUE

Should the Board grant the Applicant exceptions from Section 1109 2 of the

2003 Michigan Building Code (MBC) and Section 4042 3 of the 1998 ICC/ANSI A 117 1

code?

06. 81664

5. EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS '
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FINDINGS OF FACT

The building at issue was built in. appro:ximatéiy 1950; it is a one story
structure with 2200 square feet. The city of Wayne bought the building in 1999 for use aé.
- a youth services area in cooperaﬁbn with thé police and probation depaﬁments.

The city desires to sell the building to a buyer who will use it as an appliance
repair business. He will spend cohsiderabie time in therﬁe[d doing repairs at customer
homes, but will sell appliance parts from this building The sale price is $105,000, but the
sale is contingent on receiving approval from the Board to retain the existing bathroom.
The use group has been changed from Business use to Mercantile. Accordingly, the entire
buiidin'g needs to comply with barrier free r'equir‘ements.‘

There is one unisex bathroom in this building. It does not satisfy barrier free
requirements concerning the width of the door opening and the maneuvering clearances.
The bathroom is constructed with cinder block walls. Moving the walls toward the south
would obstruct the electrical panel and plumbing lines. Moving the walls to the north would
obstruct the building entrance. The only way to provide a barrier free bathroom would be
to build a completely new facility elsewhere in the building at an estimated $10,000.

‘The purchaser plans to build a counter across the inside front of the building.

Customers will have approximately 100 square feet in front of this barrier to purchase
appliance parts. Customers will not have access to the bathroom. The purchaser will have

no employees,

The youth services function has moved out of this building; the structure is

vacant.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Act 1 of the Public Acts of 1966, as amended, states that the barrier free
design requirements were created "to provide for the accessibility and utilization by
.physicaliy limited persons of public facilities and faéilities used by the public." The Barrier
Free Design Board is authorized by the Act to grant or deny requests for exceptions to'any
or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stated time period and upon stated
conditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are granted.

An exception request is granted only when the Applicant demonstrates
compelling need. The Applicant has the ultimate burden of proving that an exception
should be granted. An exception is a speciai license to deviate from rules that have
uniform applicability to all faciliies. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptionéi,'
practical difficulty to the Applicant or where compliance would not be economically,
technologically, structurally, or administratively feasible.

Section 1109.2 of the 2003 MBC addresses bathrooms in pertinent part:

1109.2 Toilet and bathing facilities: Toilet rooms and

bathing facilities shall be accessible . At least one of each

type of fixture, element, control or dispenser in each accessible

toilet room and bathing facility shall be accessible. (Exceptions
omitted)

Section 404 .2 3 of the ICC/ANSI A 117.1 code provides:

Clear Width. Doorways shall have a clear opening of 32
inches (815 mm) minimum. Clear opening of doorways with
swinging doors shall be measured between the face of door
and stop, with the door open 90 degrees. Openings more than
24 inches (610 mm) deep shall provide a clear opening of 36 -
inches (915 mm) minimum. There shall be no projections into
the clear opening width lower than 34 inches (865 mm) above
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the floor or ground. Projections into the minimum clear opening
width more than 34 inches (865 mm) and up to 80 inches

(2020 mm) above the floor or ground are permitted but shall
not exceed 4 inches (102 mm).

Compelling need based on limited use, structural difficulties, and cost has
been presented to justify approval of the Applicant’s request for exception. The building
will be used by one person on a limited basis because much of his work will be at customer
homes. The bathroom is surrounded by .b!ock walls making it structurally difficult to
enlarge. As noted above, expansion to the south would affect the electrical panel and
plumbing lines Expanding to the north would require reconstruction of the building
entrance.

Building a new bathroom would cost approximately $10,000. Thiswouldbea
considerable sum considering only the business owner would use the facility on those

occasions when he is at the business. Customers will not use the bathroom

RECOMMENDED DECISION

| recommend the Board grant the Applicant an exception from Section 1109.2 of the
Michigan Building Code 2003 and Section 404.2.3 of the 1998 ICC/ANSI A 117 .1 code,

As a condition to granting these exceptions, the Board's Final Order, issued after
review of this recommendation, shall be displayed in a conspicuous public location of the building.

A party may file comments, clarifications or objections to this Report, including

written arguments, with the Bureau of Construction Codes, P.O. Box 30254, Lansing, Michigan

VY

Aridre Friedlis
ministrative Law Judge

48909, Attention: Irvin Poke.
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PROOF .OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the best of my knowledge, information and belief, that a copy of the foregoing
document was served upon all parties and/or attorneys of record in this matter by Inter-
Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Neéxt Day Air,
facsimile, and/or by mailing same to them via first class mail and/or certified mail, return receipt
requested, at their respective addresses as disclosed by the file on the an day of September; -

2008.
‘?é//ﬁé / ,éj;/ ]
Ldnbrd L. Baker
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules
Irvin Poke
State of Michigan

BCC Plan Review Division
2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, Mi 46864

Patrick W Ostrosky
City of Wayne
4001 S. Wayne Rd.
Wayne, M| 48184

Peter J Mclnerney

City of Wayne

City of Wayne Youth Services
3355 S Wayne Rd.

Wayne, M| 48184
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~ COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

August 7, 2008 SEREE

Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Review Division
P.O. Box 30255

Lansing, M! 48809

Re: 3030 S. Wayne Road
Wayne, Ml 48184

To Whom It May Concemn,

This is to submit the City’s Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception dated
August 7, 2008 for the Clty—owned building located at 3030 S. Wayne Road, Wayne,

ML.

Also included is a fully dimensioned, drawn to scale, building plan and the City's check
(No. 085042) in the amount of $300.00 dated August 7, 2008.

The City is in the process of selling subject property to a private owner. Please keep
me advised as to the status of the City's application.

Very truly yours,

ﬁ%ay hotfrrenass

Peter J. Mclnerney
Community Development Director

c: Ramzi J. El-Gharib
Patrick W. Ostrosky

Certified Mail No. 7003 1010 0003 1986 0227

3355 South Wayne Road - Wayne, Michigan 48184 - (734) 722-2002 - fax: {(734) 722-5052
CammDev@ci.wayne mi.us www ¢l wayns mi.us




Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception
Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Grovh
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Review Divi
PO Box 30255, Lansing, Ml 48808
517-241-9328

www michigan govibce

133

Application Fee: $300.00_

Authorlty: 1966 PA{
Completion; Mandatory - . )
Penatlly: Exception will not be granted

‘Americans with Disabilities Act, you may make your needs known 1o this agency.

The Depafiment of Lahor and Economic Growth will not disciminate against ariy individual or group bicause of tace, sex religion,
age, national oigin, color, martal status disability, or political baliefs. If you nesd help with reading writing hearing efc undsy the

The Barrier Free Design Board has no authority over the federal standards contained in the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 42

UsSC 12204

tran Inforidl 1430R408-1 0B/05/8
ALt dls  AGDAAT T & - h
Note: The applicant is responsible for all fees applicable to this application, cnkl: (83042 &ell 6300.00
' : _-10a ETH-O5 Havar

FACILITY INFORMATION

Ff\ci LITY NAME . STREET ¢ SITE ADDRESS
& v et h o donuteen. | 3030 5. MWagne Bo
WINSHIP !z’)'VHiCH FAGILITY 1S LOCATED COUNTY
Rcity - [Ivilage  [1Township  OF AN HE wWANNE

Estimated Project Cost  $ Estimated Cost of Compliance 8

VA%

BUILDING PERMIT (To be completed by the administrative authority responsisle for issuing the building permit for this project)

1 New Building ] Alteration = Change of Uss

Building Permit / File Number ___ +L/ A

USE GROUPFE-DN B

M

PERICD OF TIME REQUESTED?

Is a Temporary Exception Requested? BLNe [ Yes PERMACVENT Lo

CONSTRUCTION TYPE

2~ B

With Barrier Free Design Requirements As Follows: BUlLDlHGE
ALL [Reoows ARE CiNDER &= Lock
THATT eES e MEETT sEcTed

Project Does Not Compl
Cer TTeoac T ine e,

Michigan Buiiding Code Section(s}
AR leafANS] AT |

Reason for Non-Compliance  SiEE oF BATHESSN SoEEs AT TARETT

MAREBUVERINS CLEARARLES Ad
{prir~ 5@")' BPATH oo 1% cod TTROOTED sl v

BATI ROoo A oAl HOT  MREST LD Y B REEL e AL =

15 aHbeE- Lo ol
[ CuDIEe sBATHZO0 WA,

e 2\, oA Z e
-ita®s Lo Z.D GLEARE wWIDPTH oo =Y o= WY

PALSLL AR A

cLEAR SN TTH oF oooe Tl el
e PEL BlLocks,
TORrhiplla =FACE,

NAME . ENFORCING AGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER (Indlude Area Code)
FAaTEce \/&\ L DsTeoswy vy oF Wanae 128 T12B-ALeD
ADDRESS k] TP COE EA% NUMBER (miuds Area Code)
a0y S devwle o (W FNEIAN— %% \FYg | 734 12& 25N

BUILDING OFFICIAL SIGNATURE {Must be an original signature)

PROJECT ARCGHITECT / ENGINEER (When professfqnal\services are required by code or law)
s

NAME MICHIGAN LICENSE NUMBER FIRM NAME

ADDRESS CiTY STATE ZIP CODE

TELEPHONE NUMBER {include Area Coda)

“APPLICANT{Nots: All correspondente will be-sent to this address)

NAME, POF APPL!CAN_‘TIL_R_PPL}CANT'%E_EPRESENTATIVE compéc:wv NAE c W
ey I3 MEIherndy Ty ok Wayne
Community Devielopment Divectsy™ 7 !
ADDRESS | ) * . oYy STATE ZiP CODE
2285 5. Wiyne Rd WQ—YVL&- toll HLISY

(138 722 - 2002~

| certify the proposed work is authorized by the owner of record 1 agree te conform to all applicable laws of the
State of Michigan and all information submitted is acourate to the best of my knowledge

FAX NUMBER (include Area Code)

DATE
tﬁﬁ/«%‘u st 7,

(73%) 721-5052

7 oo%

AEPLICANT SIGNATURE () an original siqnature}
o '
< 1/() S jﬁ;\ﬁ/’zﬂwli
i/ T

~Thiformation is confidential. Disclosure of confidential
BCC.201 (Rev 12/06) Front ihformation is protected by the Federal Privacy Act
‘».




STATE OF MICHIGAN
STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS AND RULES

In the matter of Docket No. 2008-1260
Jackalopes Bar and Grill Agency No. 82337
3530 Biddle Avenue :
Wyandotte, MI, Agency: Bureau of Construction
: - Codes
Applicant
{  Case Type: Barrier Free Design

Exception Request

~Issued and entered
this o2%+f day of October, 2008
by Lauren G. Van Steel
Administrative Law Judge

anr 1 PIAR] O ERS
i “f;'—}ﬁ%L}’fl%i@s\l LT

AUREAL CF GO
REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

e N 1% 1AL
Bl LR DIVISION

PROCEDURAL FINDINGS

This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section & of
1966 PA 1, as amended, MCL 125.1351 et seq; 1972 PA 230, as amended, MCL
125.1501 et seq; and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24.201 ef seq.

The purpose of this review is to examine an application for exception from
requirements contained in the Barrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code.
A hearing waé held October 7, 2008, in Lansing Michigan. Present were Bruce Chapin
representing the Applicant, and Usha Menon representing the Plan Review Division. Mr.
Chapin. testified on behalf of the Applicant. in additibn, the Applicant offered the following
exhibit, which was admitted info evidence:

1. Applicant’'s Exhibit 1 is a statement/request for variance, dated August

- 29, 2008,

5. EXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

07. 82337

g
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The record was closed at the conclusion of hearing.

ISSUES __
Should an exception be granted the Applicant from Section 1108.2.7 of the
2006 Michigan Building Code (MBC)?

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the entire record in this matter, including the witness testimeny and

admitted exhibit, the following findings of fact are established:

In 2003, Mr. Chapin purchased the Jackalopes Bar and Grill, Applicant, which
was a club bar in Wyandotte, Michigan, for approximately 35 years. In February 2008, Mr.
Chapin evicted the former tenants and has been since attempting to clean and renovate
the inte.riorj_pf the building in order to re-open the business. He is putting in a bandstand
area, as well as renovating the kitchen and videogame areas. The capacity for the bar is
approximately 98 to 110 persons. Applicant plans to operate the business on three
evenings a week: Thursdays, Fridays and Saturdays. Mr. Chapin, the owner, has other
employment.

The building in question is approximately 18,000 square feet in size. Itis
divided down the middle into 9,000 square-feet halves. This matter concerns the side of
the building that contains the bandstand and sound booth.

Applicant is first seeking an exception from putting in a ramp or platform liftto
the bandstand. The bandstand is set at 10 inches higher than the rest of the flooring.
(Note: Petitioner's Exhibit No. 1 indicates it is 12 inches higher) Mr. Chapin believes that
there will be typically four band members, who may be bar employees or in traveling

bands, using the bandstand area. The bandstand is 135 square feet; the dance floor is

418 square feet. [Pet. Exhibit 1].
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- Mr. Chapin credibly testified that an addition of a ramp to -thé bandstand,
being 10 to 12 feet long, would significantly cut into the dance floor space. Such a ramp
would also cause a trip hazard to dancers on the dance floor: The addition ofa railing with
-a ramp would cause a poke hazard to dancers. Mr. Chapin pointed out that a band
member with a disability would not be significantly separated from the rest of the group
because tﬁe’ bandstand is only 10 inches higher than the rest of the floor. An addition of a
platform lift to the bandstand would cost approximately $4,000.00, which is about 25% of
the total amount of money that Applicant expects to put into the renovation (not including
the liquor license).  To date, Applicant has spent about.$1,300.00 on the bandstand,
Applicant is further seeking an exception from putting in a ramp or lift to the
sound booth and/cr expanding the size of the sound booth, which is six inches higher than
the rest of the flooring and six feet by six feet in size, with a 30-inch wide door. The sound
booth, a pre-engineered unit, accommodates just one employee, who would be expected
to stand or sit on a high stool in order to see over customers to the dance floor. [Pet.
Exhibit 1]. Mr. Chapin credibly testified that the addition of a ramp to the sound booth
would block an emergency exit on one side or necessitate taking out a significant portion of
seating for customers (probably half of the planned seating booths along the wall). No
customers would be allowed in the sound booth, given the cost of sound equipment.
Expanding the size of the sound booth and booth door so that a person in a wheelchair
could turn around would mean that the sound booth would block the emergency exit or else
use up a significant portion of seating for customers and be out of proportion with the rest

of the area. it would likely cost $4,000 00 for a platform lift to the sound booth and

$1,000.00 to expand the sound booth.




Docket No. 2008-1260
Page 4

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW _
| Act 1 of the Public Ac_ts of 1966, és amended, states that the barrier free
design requirerhents were created "to provide for the_accessibiiity and utilization by
physica.lly limited pérsons bf public facilities and féc_:i!ities used by the éublic‘.." The Barrier
Free Des_ign Board is authorized by the Actto grant or dény requests far exceptions to any
or all of the barrier free design requirements for a stafed time period and upon stated
c_:onditions, and require alternatives when exceptions are granted. |

An exception request is granted only when the Applicant demonstrates
compelling need. The Applicant has the ultimate burden of proving that an exception
should be granted. An. excéption is a special license to deviate from rules that have
uniform applicability to all facilites. Compelling need may be present if the literal
application of a specific barrier free design requirement would result in exceptional,
practical difficulty to the Applicant or where compliance would not be economically,
technologically, structurally, or administratively feasible. 1988 AACS, R 125.1014(1).

Section 1108.2.7 of the MBC provides:

1108.2.7 Performance areas. An accessible route
shall directly connect the performance area to the
assembly seating area where a circulation path directly
connects a performance area to an assembly seating
area. An accessible route shall be provided from
performance areas to ancillary areas or facilities used

by performers.

Compelling need based on structural limitations (the emergency exit location),

the limited proposed use of the bandstand and sound booth areas, and the expected cost.

to provide an accessible route to the areas in question has been presented to supportthe
App[icant's exception request. The proposed use for the bandstand is limited and a ramp
would likely pose a trip hazard to dancers. A band member with a disability would have
close proximity to the rest of the band, without a ramp or platform lift. The proposed use

for the sound booth is also very limited. Creating an accessible route to the sound booth
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would effectively require expansion of the sound booth to an extent out of proportion to the-
area, bIoc_k an emergency exit or signiﬁbantiy cut into custorhér seating spacé., F_uriher, the
expense involved in providing an accessible route to either the ban‘dsfand or the sound
booth through a platform [ift is not justified based on the proposed limited use for these
areas of the building. Therefore, compelli'hg need f;jr an ekéeption is. shown pursuant to
1988 AACS,, R 125.1014(2). |

RECOMMENDED DECISION

I recommend the Board grant the Applicant an exception from Section

1108.2.7 -of the MBC for an accessible route to the bandstand and sound booth areas in

the Applicant building.

As a condition to granting this exception, the Board's Final Order, issued after
review of this recommendé;tian, shall be displayed in a conspicuous public focation of the
buitding.

A party may file comments, clarifications or objections to this Report,
including written arguments, with the Bureau of Construction Codes, P.O. Box 30254,
Lansing, Michigan 48909, Attention: Irvin Poke.

Ko st VALY

Lauren G. Van Steel
Administrative Law Judge




Docket No. 2008-1260
Page 6

PROOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, fo the best of my knowledge, information and belief, that a copy of the
foregoing document was served upon all parties and/or attorneys of record inthis matter by
Inter-Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by -
UPS/Next Day Air, facsimile, and/or by mailing same to them via first ¢class mail and/or
certified mail, return receipt requested, at their respective addresses as disclosed by the

file on the .ZZu/day of October, 2008,

Christy L. Livingston 7
State Office of Administrative Hearings and Rules

Bruce Chapin
Jackalopes Bar and Grill
3540 Biddle Avenue
Wyandotte, Ml 48192

Jean Ciaude Marcoux
City of Wyandotte
3131 Biddle Avenue
Wyandotte, Mi 48192

Todd Cordill

Bureau of Construction Codes
Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, M| 48864

Usha Menon

Bureau of Construction Codes
Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle

P.O. Box 30254

Lansing, Mi 48909



Request for variance of handicapped ramp requirements and sound booth dimensions at_
~ Jackalope’s Bar and Grill
Wryandotte, Michigan

T have been told by the Tocal authority that I must install a wheel chair ramp to both my band
stand and my sound contro! booth and that the sound booth is too small. Therefore the booth:
must be made larger and the door made 36” wide to be handicap accessible. :

Bandstand and area specifications: Bandstand is 135 sq. ft The dance floor below it is 418 sq.
ft. The band stand is raised 12”7 See attached drawing,
T am requesting that a variance be granted for the required access ramp to the bandstand for a
number of reasons.
| The installation of a ramp will make 48 sq ft of the dance floor unusable. Over 10%
2 Installation of a ramp in the only atea possible will pose a hazard to the people on the
dance floor.
3. The bandstand does not have sufficient space for band members, instruments, sound
equipment and a wheel chair
4 The 12" elevation is not sufficient to segregate a wheel chair bound band member fiom
performing with the band, from the dance floot. As would a larger bandstand with
greater elevation.

I arn requesting that a variance be granted for the required access ramp to the sound booth and
that the sound booth remain the size and in the location as designed for four reasons
See attached drawing

1 The sound booth is a pre-engineered unit containing highly technical acoustic and light

controls. It is slevated for visual observation of lighting and audience response

The sound booth is operated by one highly skilled technician who must work from a

standing or high stool position

1 The sound booth is not accessible to the public or customets, negating the need for a 36”7
door and a wheel chair ramp.

4 The only place a 1amp can be ptaced will block the emergency exit which is in violation

(S

of the building code
M 4 S s = /fs’/ ‘ : 2} s
Ll ALl (A et e T L) [ (e N,
£ SAENE

Architect Orwner




Application for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception 123
Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Revisw Di
PO Box 30255, Lansing, MI 48908

517-241-9328 8 2 ey
www ichigan govibes 53

Application Fee: $300.00

Authority: 1868 PA T . The Department of Lebor and Economic Growth will nat diseriminate against any individual or greup because of "fAea, 58 rel igion,

Compilstion Mandatory . i age, natioral origim, color madtal staius disability or political beliefs, If you nzed help with reading writing hearirig etc under the
Parialty: Excepiion will not ba granted | . . ' Amnaricans with Disabiliies Act, you may make your needs known o this dgeney.

The Bartier Free Design Board has no authon’fy over the federal standards contamed in rhe Amerzcans w1th Disabmtxes Act of 1990 42 _
USC. 12204, _ i

Note: ‘The applicant is "r'es_'potnéib[_e for all fees app’fibable to this application.

FACILITY NAME ’ ’ ’ ’ ‘STREET/ SITE ADDRESS
Jackalope's Barand Grill . .| 3530 Biddle Ave. ,
NAME OF CITY, VILLAGE DR TOVNSHIP BN WHICH FAGILITY IS LOCATED COUNTY -
[city  [lvillage 1 Township of_ Wyandotte _ Wayﬂe
Estimated Project Cost  $ 5,000 00 Estimated Cost of bompiiance $ 2,000.00

5 e — - — S T =

Permit not T Ssued
[ New Building X Alteration . [JChange of Use Building Peimit / File Number _yet
PERIOD OF TIME REQUESTED? USE GROUP - . CONSTRUCTION TYPE

Is a Temporary Exception Requested? X No [ Ves A-2 3R

Project Does Not Comply With Bartier Free Design Requirements As Foliows:

Michigan Buiiding Code Section(s) ~ 110.8.2.7 Performance Areas

Reason for Non-Compliance  Owner of proposed bar feels that installation of a ranp
to these two elevated performance areas will eliminate
needed space in the bar area.

NAME ENFORCING AGEINCY : - | TELEPHONE NUMBER (Inchide Area Coda)
Jean Claude Marcoux City of Wyandotte 1 734-324-4569
ADDRESS ciTY . ZIP CODE - - . - LRAX NUMBER fincluds Ares-Coda)
3131 Biddle . Wyandette : 48192 734-324-4535

BUILDING QEFICIAL SIGNATURE (Must be an original signature)
e ", i T P A

FIRM NAME

NA’\A E

Charies A. Danowski Charles A Danowski

“RODRESS oY TTATE 215 CODE - — T TELEPHONE NUMBER (inciuds Area Codet |
1660 Boxford Trenton M! 48134 | (734)676-0333

T Of APFLICANTIAPPLIGANTS REFRESENTATIVE ST T T S — T SOCIALSECURITY NUMBER" OR FEN (REQUERED)
Bruce Chapin Jackalope's

ADDRESS oY T TPOODE TELEPHONE NUMBER {inclods Area Godey
3540 Biddle Ave. Wyandotie M 484192 (734) 281-2200

e - . . - . -, FAX NUMBER (Includs Arez Code
| certify the proposed work is authorizad by the owner of record | agree to conform to all applicable laws of the . - ¢ .

State of Michigan ard all information submittad is accurate to the best of my knowladge (734)281-7294
APPLICAY o \inTﬁE faMustbe an origh’l(a(§§gna€ure) DATE (}} L o o
v “Tnis infermation is confident i i | - 4

BLC-201 [Rev 12/08) Front infonT:




STATE OF MICHIGAN
STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS AND RULES

In the matter of ' DocketNo.  2008-1278

- Lapeer Community Church - Agency No. =~ 82484
- 80 N. Lake Pleasant Road ' : : - .
- Attica, Mi - - T Agency: Bureau of-:Co'ri'struction Cc
Applicant’ o - - - -
! Case Type: Barrier Free Des:gn

Exception Request

o o _ Issued and entered
AR L this | day of October, 2008
- by Lauren G. Van Steel
Administrative Law Judge

REPORT OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

PROCEDURAL FINDiNGS

" This is a proceeding held pursuant to the authority granted in Section 5 of
1966 PA 1, as.amended, MCL 125.1351 et seq; 1972 PA 230, as amended MCL 125.1501

et seq; and 1969 PA 306, as amended, MCL 24 201 et seq.
- The pﬁrpose of this review is to examine an application for exception from
requirements co'r:ﬁtained in the Barrier Free Design Rules of the State Construction Code.
A hearing was scheduled for 10:00 a'm.on October 7, .2008‘ Present was Usha Menon

" representing the Barrier Fr_ee DesignrDivis;ion: -The Appiicant_ failed to appear. ltis the
responsibi!ify ofthe Abpiicant to appear.at the hearing in order to present compelling he_ed
‘ why an exceptlon should be granted |

The records of the State Office of Admm[stratwe Hearings and Rules indicate

that proper notice of the hearing'was sent to the Ap’piicant, that no adjournment was

5. BEXCEPTION APPLICATIONS

08. - 82484
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granted, and that no explanation has bee.n provided for t_he Applicant's absence from the
hearing. 'I'f_ind the Applicant 'had_a duty to appear in order to present cqmpetent-eviden'ce -
concérning the request for exception. -

| As indicated above, ex_ception- requests are approvéd only when c_omﬁ_eilihg _
need has.bee.r_l demonstrate_drby the Applicant. In trl-qe absence of the App[icént,_ no proof

was advanced to establish compelling need. |

For these reasons, | recommend the request for exception be denied.

(L

.r/7}~uu_,¢-\1 ‘;;j?"{,f /ﬁi/,z.agész/
Lauren G. Van Steel _
Administrative Law Judge
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PROOQOF OF SERVICE

| hereby state, to the- best of my knowiedge mformatlon and belief, that a copy of the forec:oma
document was served upon all parties and/or atiorneys of record in this matter by Inter-

Departmental mail to those parties employed by the State of Michigan and by UPS/Next Day Air,

facsimile, and/or by mailing same to them via first class mail and/or certified mail, return receipt
requested, at their respective addresses as dzsclosed by the file on the f “day of October,

2008 _
|
ey Lﬁ Q)
. Chl‘lStny Jf_lvmgston ,
State Office of Admmlstratzve Heanngs and Rules
John Sharp

Construction Code Authority
1075 Suncrest Drive
Lapeer, M| 48446

Richard Schwab
Lapeer Community Church
80 N. Lake Pleasant Road
Attica, Ml 48412

Todd Cordill

Bureau of Construction Codes
Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle
Okemos, Ml 48864

Usha Menon

Bureau of Construction Codes
Plan Review Division

2501 Woodlake Circle

P.O. Box 30254

Lansing, MI 48909

e R e e e e gy



Michigan Department of Labor & Economic Growth
Bureau of Construction Codes / Plan Ravie
P.O. Box 30255, Lansing, M! 4850

517-241-9328 .
www michigan govbee 8 2 L][ g H( -

The Depanmant of Labor and Economie Growin wili not discrrmnzie against any individual or groug because of race. sex religon.
age. national origin. color, marital siaius disalulity, ar poiiical beliefs if.you nesd help with reating wrnlng hearing efc under e
Penalty: Exception will not be granled . . .} Americans with Disabilitias Act. Fu may make your feeds known 1o ihis agency, co . .

Tl

Aulonty:  196€ PA
Complatian; Mangatory

VAppiication for Barrier Free Design Rule Exception _ 133 _

The Barrier Free Design Board has no authority over the federal standards contained in the Americaris with Digabilities Act of 1890, 42
Usc 12204 : T 3

Note: The applicantis responsible for all fees applicable to this application.

FACILITY INFORMATION ©
FACILITY NAME e STREET : SITE ADDRESS ey

i Ty A N T s st | o R N Tl ] o S YL

LAVEEE ey T/ Cidy Ay BN LalE Fledlsant ka, |
NARIE OF CITY VILLAGE OR TOWNSREIP 1N WHICH FACILITY IS LOCATEQ COUNTY - 2

. ) - . FTLi. o] S TETE

ClCky  Avilage = 7] Township of. A Jéfaé_m} _ L A Cé:f(
Estimated Proj t Cost § / < A SEns e T Estimated Cosi of Corm lian 3 ’,7»:\: C:‘_‘:f} : _:z:_

stimated Project Cos 00, LlES T = Estimated Cost o Compliance e, LA
BUILDING PERMIT (To be completed by-the administrative authority respbnsible fof issuing the building permit for this projest) _
: ' - . - : : o ST
[INewBuilding BT Alteration T Change of Use' - Building Permit / Fils Number & ¢~ £ L[‘é' L

PERIOD OF TIME REQUESTED? LUSE GROUP CONSTRUCTION TYPE
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